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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

. A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims .1-5,9-11,15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Macintosh et al. (6,973,481), hereinafter referred to as Macintosh. 

r 

a. As per claim 1 , Macintosh discloses a method of screening a message, 
comprising: 

conveying a first electronic message from a public address of a receiver to 
a private address of the receiver (Col 12 line 16 though Col 13 line 13); and 

delivering the conveyed first electronic message from the private address 
to a receiver address (Col 8 lines 23-37, Col 12 line 16 though Col 13 line 13). 

b. As per claim 2, Macintosh discloses assigning the public address and the 
private address to the receiver (Col 12 line 16 though Col 13 line 13). 

c. As per claim 3, Macintosh discloses terminating the public address after a 
time period (Col 11 lines 5-30, Col 12 line 55 through Col 13 line 8). 
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d. As per claim 4, Macintosh discloses rejecting a second message sent to 
the terminated public address (Col 12 lines 17-44). 

e. As per claim 5, Macintosh discloses replacing the terminated public 
address with a new unique public address (Col 1 4 line 62 through Col 1 5 line 1 1 , Col 1 5 
lines 36-57). 

f. As per claim 9, Macintosh discloses registering the receiver having the 
receiver address and providing a user account to the registered receiver, wherein the 
user account comprises the private address and the public address (Col 10 lines 5-49). 

. g. As per claim 10, Macintosh discloses wherein the providing the user 
account further comprises requesting entry of a unique user identification and a 
password and further comprising allowing access to the user account with the user 
identification and the password (Col 3 line 59 through Col 4 line 1 1 , Col 8 lines 42-59). 

h. As per claim 1 1 , Macintosh discloses determining whether the requested 
user identification is an email account to be protected; and requesting an email address 
of the email account to be protected if the requested user identification is not the email 
account to be protected (Col 3 line 59 through Col 4 line 11, Col 10 lines 7-49). 

i. As per claim 15, Macintosh discloses wherein the first electronic message 
comprises an email message, the private address comprises a first email address/and 
the public address comprises a second email address (Col 12 line 16 though Col 13 line 
13). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 6-8,16-17,20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Macintosh in view of Burrows et al. (US 2004/0093371), hereinafter referred to as 
Burrows, in view of Andrews et a I. (US 2003/0204569), hereinafter referred to as 
Andrews. 

a. As per claim 6, Macintosh discloses the invention substantially as claimed 
above. However, Macintosh fails to explicitly teach image pattern recognition or utilizing 
a URI for a challenge interface. 

Burrows teaches assigning a unique mail uniform resource identifier to the 
receiver and receiving a third electronic message at the mail uniform resource identifier 
(Para. 0232-0235). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to incorporate the use of a URI for a challenge 
interface with e-mail spam filtering systems. One of ordinary skill in the art would have 
done so for the purpose of providing multiple available challenges including a "Turing 
Test" (Para. 0235). However, Burrows fails to explicitly teach image pattern recognition 
testing. 

Andrews teaches delivering an e-mail message if a sender recognizes an 
image pattern (Para. 0022-0023). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
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skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the use of image 
recognition with spam filter challenges. One of ordinary skill in the art would have done 
so for the purpose of utilizing a challenge which includes non-text media which are 
known to be difficult for computers to recognize and automatically answer (Para. 0022). 

b. As per claim 7, Macintosh, Burrows, and Andrews teach the invention 
substantially as claimed above. However, Macintosh fails to explicitly teach image 
pattern recognition or utilizing a URI for a challenge interface. 

Burrows teaches presenting an online form to the sender including a 
challenge, wherein the delivering further comprises retrieving the private address 
associated with the mail uniform resource identifier and delivering the third electronic 
message to the receiver address with the private address as a sender address if the 
challenge response is approved (Para. 0232-0237). It would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the use 
of a URI for a challenge interface with e-mail spam filtering systems. One of ordinary 
skill in the art would. have done so for the purpose of providing multiple available 
challenges including a "Turing Test" (Para. 0235). However, Burrows fails to explicitly 
teach image pattern recognition testing. 

Andrews teaches delivering an e-mail message if a sender recognizes an 
image pattern (Para. 0022-0023). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the use of image 
recognition with spam filter challenges! One of ordinary skill in the art would have done 
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so for the purpose of utilizing a challenge which includes non-text media which are 
known to be difficult for computers to recognize and automatically answer (Para. 0022). 

c. As per claim 8, Macintosh, Burrows, and Andrews teach the invention 
substantially as claimed above. However, Macintosh fails to explicitly teach utilizing a 
URI/URL for a challenge interface. 

Burrows teaches wherein the uniform resource identifier comprises a 
uniform resource locater (Para. 0235). It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the use of a 
URL for a challenge interface with e-mail spam filtering systems. One of ordinary skill in 
the art would have done so for the purpose of providing multiple available challenges 
including a "Turing Test" (Para. 0235). 

d. As per claim 16, Macintosh discloses a first code segment to assign a 
unique private address to a receiver (Col 12 line 16 though Col 13 line 13). However, 
Macintosh fails to explicitly teach image pattern recognition or utilizing a URI for a 
challenge interface. 

Burrows teaches assigning a unique mail uniform resource identifier to the 
receiver and receiving a third electronic message at the mail uniform resource identifier 
(Para. 0232-0235). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to incorporate the use of a URI for a challenge 
interface with e-mail spam filtering systems. One of ordinary skill in the art would have 
done so for the purpose of providing multiple available challenges including a 'Turing 
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Test" (Para. 0235). However, Burrows fails to explicitly teach image pattern recognition 
.testing. 

Andrews teaches delivering an e-mail message if a sender recognizes an 
image pattern (Para. 0022-0023). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the use of image 
recognition with spam filter challenges. One of ordinary skill in the art would have done 
so for the purpose of utilizing a challenge which includes non-text media which are 
known to be difficult for computers to recognize and automatically answer (Para. 0022). 

e. As per claim 17, Macintosh, Burrows, and Andrews teach the invention 
substantially as claimed above. However, Macintosh fails to explicitly teach utilizing a 
URI/URL for a challenge' interface. 

Burrows teaches wherein the uniform resource identifier comprises a 
uniform resource locater (Para. 0235). It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the use of a 
URL for a challenge interface with e-mail spam filtering systems. One of ordinary skill in 
the art would have done so for the purpose of providing multiple available challenges 
including a "Turing Test" (Para. 0235). 

f. As per claim 20, Macintosh and Burrows teach the invention substantially 
as claimed. However, Maclnotsh fails to explicitly disclose image pattern recognition. 

Andrews teaches delivering an e-mail message if a sender recognizes an 
image pattern (Para. 0022-0023). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the use of image 
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recognition with spam filter challenges. One of ordinary skill in the art would have done 
so for the purpose of utilizing a challenge which includes non-text media which are 
known to be difficult for computers to recognize and automatically answer (Para. 0022). 

5. Claims 12-14,18-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Macintosh in view of Burrows. 

a. As per claim 12, Macintosh discloses the invention substantially as 
claimed above. However, Macintosh fails to explicitly teach the use of a whitelist for 
approved senders. 

Burrows teaches establishing a list of approved senders; wherein the 
delivering further comprises only delivering a message if a sender is one of the 
approved senders (Para. 0232, 0237). It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the use of a 
whitelist with spam filtering systems. One of ordinary skill in the art would have done so 
for the purpose of allowing trusted senders to bypass challenges (Para. 0232). 

b. As per claim 13, Macintosh discloses including the private address in a list 
of approved senders (Col 13 line 50 through Col 13 line 7). 

c. As per claim 14, Macintosh discloses the invention substantially as 
claimed above. However, Macintosh fails to explicitly teach the use of a whitelist for 
approved senders. 
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Burrows teaches wherein the list of approved senders comprises a 
whitelist (Para. 0232, 0237). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the use of a whitelist with 
spam filtering systems. One of ordinary skill in the art would have done so for the 
purpose of allowing trusted senders to bypass challenges (Para. 0232). 

d. As per claim 18, Macintosh discloses an email agent module configured to 
provide an email user with a private agent having a private agent email address and a 
public agent having a public agent email address; a mail transfer module that transfers 
an email message from the public agent to the private agent; and a mail delivery 
module that delivers the email message from the private agent to an address of the 
email user (Col 12 line 16 though Col 13 line 13). However, Macintosh fails to explicitly 
teach the use of a whitelist for approved senders. 

Burrows teaches establishing a list of approved senders; wherein the 
delivering further comprises only delivering a message if a sender is one of the 
approved senders (Para. 0232, 0237). It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the use of a 
whitelist with spam filtering systems. One of ordinary skill in the art would have done so 
for the purpose of allowing trusted senders to bypass challenges (Para. 0232). 

e. As per claim 19, Macintosh discloses the invention substantially as 
claimed above. However, Macintosh fails to explicitly teach the use of a whitelist for 
approved senders. 
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Burrows teaches wherein the list of approved senders comprises a 
whitelist (Para. 0232, 0237). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the use of a whitelist with 
spam filtering systems. One of ordinary skill in the art would have done so for the 
purpose of allowing trusted senders to bypass challenges (Para. 0232). 



Conclusion 

86. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Grant Ford whose telephone number is (571)272-8630. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8-5:30 Mon-Thurs alternating Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on (571)272-3880. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

gmf 

ANDREW CALDWELL 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



